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In  this  issue: 

Egg  prices  in  1949;  Maps  of 

(A)  Prices  Received  by  Farmers,  by 
Price-Reporting  Districts 

(B)  Retail  Prices  in  56  Principal  Cities 


FARM  VALUE  OF  POULTRY 
PRODUCTS 

I9A9 

(  Value  of  Sa/es 

P/us  Home 
Consumption  ) 


OSal 


es 


Home  consumptrion 


TOTAL  $3.5  BILLIONS 


*  fROM  SPECIALIZED  PRODUCING  AREAS 


U.  S.  DEPARTM  ENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


NEG.47604-XX        BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 


The  value  of  eggs  produced  on  farms  ex- 
ceeds the  combined  value  of  all  other  poultry 
products.    In  1949,  almost  15  percent,  by  value, 


of  the  output  of  poultry  flocks  was  consumed 
on  farms  where  produced. 
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The  poultry  and  egg  situation  at  a  glance 


Its 


Farm  production   ..»...• 

Average  number  of  layers  on  farms 


Rate  of  lay  per  hen 


Apparent  civilian  per  capita 
disappearance 


Frozen  egg  production  ..»...•••«•• 
Dried  egg  production  •••••••••«••• 

Price  received    by  farmers  ....... 


Price  received  by  farmers  as  a 
percentage  of  parity 


Retail  price  (BAD) 
Egg-feed  price  ratio 
Stocks: 

Shell   

Frozen  

Dried   


Chicks  hatched  by  commercial 
hatcheries  


Chicks  and  young  chickens  on  farms 
Farm  price    of  poultry  ration  ..... 


Price  received  by  farmers  for 
chickens  


Price  received  by  fanners  as  a 
percentage  of    parity  ....... 


Retail  price  of  chickens  (BAE)  ... 

Price  received  by  farmers  for 
turkeys  


Stocks: 

Poultry,  excluding  turkeys 

Turkeys  

Chicken-feed  price  ratio  .... 
Turkey-feed  price  ratio  ..... 


Unit 


: Month: 
:  or  : 
:date  ; 


Average 
1939-48 


1949 


1950 


: Month:, 
oj.  .Average 


idate 


•1939-48 


1949    :  1950    :  Comments  on  current  situation 


Eggs 


Mil.  doz. 

Feb. 

357.2 

402.5 

434.8  : 

:Har. 

488.1 

511.9 

535.8! 

Near  seasonal  peak. 

Millions 

Feb. 

380.2 

370.2 

393.7  i 

•Mar. 

369.9 

357.6 

380.8 

Will  decline  through  spring  and 
summer. 

Eggs 

Feb. 

11.2 

13.0 

13.2  1 

•Mar. 

15.8 

17.2 

16.9 

Eggs 

Jan. 

28.2 

3%.o 

35.1  ': 

•Feb. 

29.1 

33.4 

33.1 

Mil.  lb. 

Feb. 

17.2 

46.9  ! 

:Mar. 

64.7 

Seasonally  high. 

Mil.  lb. 

Feb. 

— 

7.0 

6.3  ! 

•Mar. 

— 

U.3 

Mostly  for  price-support. 

Feb. 

29.9 

41. 8 

29.6  : 

:Mar. 

28»6 

41.2 

Percent 

Feb. 

92 

87 

66  ! 

iHar. 

94 

88 

73 

Jan. 

45.8 

67.2 

47.7  1 

:Feb. 

41.2 

57.1 

42.6 

Lb.  feed 

Feb. 

11.6 

12.2 

8.8  ! 

:Mar. 

10.7 

11.9 

9.3 

Thous.cases 
Mil.  lb. 

Mar.l 
Mar.l 

673 
75.4 

144 
58.6 

735  i 
73.2  i 

:Apr.l 
:Apr.l 

1,971 
103.0 

530 
77.3 

1.253 
115.3 

J 

)  Increasing  seasonally. 

) 

Mil.  lb. 

Mar.l 

26.3 

77.2  : 

:Apr.l 

34.7 

78.7 

Millions 

Feb. 

104.9 

139.7 

139.8  : 

:Mar. 

232.3 

263.7 

265.1 

•Later  .months  vdll  decline  re- 
:    lative  to  last  year. 

Millions 

:Apr.l 

188.3 

209.5 

225.8 

Dol.per  cwt. 

Feb. 

2.62 

3.44 

3.35  i 

:Kar. 

2.69 

3.47 

3.40 

Poultry 


per  lb.:Feb, 


2C.4  29.5 


21.8 


Percent 
Ct.  per  lb. 


iFeb. 
:  Jan. 


Ct.  per  Ib.iFeb. 


107  106  77 

39.6        59.4  42.3 

26.0      u.i  31.6 


Mil.  lb. 
Mil.  lb. 
Lb.  feed 
Lb.  feed 


iMar.l  133.7 
;Mar.l  67.6 


Average  weekly  receipts  of  poultry  : 
at  Central  Western  Primary 

Markets,  per  plant  :  Thous.  lb.: 


Average  weekly  placements  of  chicks 
in  7  broiler  areas 


Feb. 
iFeb. 


Feb. 


8.0 

10.1 


7.2 


81.0 
50.5 
8.6 
9.6 

10.0 


Millions  :Feb. 


  6.6 


131.0 
129.5 
6.5 
9.4 

9.7 

6.5 


:Mar.  20.9 

[Mar.  109 
iFeb.  39.2 


:Mar. 


25.7 


;Apr.l  105.2 
;Apr.l  55.8 


30.3  23.8; 

109  84 

56.2  45.3 

42.9  31.6 

64.9  100.4 

43.9  112.2 


;Mar. 
;Mar. 


iMar. 


;Mar. 


8.0 
9.3 

5.5 


8.8 

12.4 

8.7 
6.9 


7.0 
9.3 

8.3 

8.1 


)  Price  support  not  comtanplated 
)    for  1950. 


Price  of  1950  crop  not  to  be 
supported. 


) 

)  Declining  seasonally. 

) 


Increasing  seasonally  from  March 
level . 


A  record  high. 
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THE    POUI..  TEY    AND    EGG  SITUATION 


Approv,Bd  by  the  Outlook  and  Situation  Eoard,  Ap.ril  19,  1950 

SUMMAPY 

Hatcheries  are  half-way  throufjh  the  1950  season  for  producing  "baby, 
chicks  for  laying  flock  replacement.    However,  it  ia  still  too  early  to 
estimate  the  number  of  chickens  to  be  raised  in  1950.    In  past  years 
early-season  chick  hatchings  and  young  chicken  holdings  on  farms  have 
proven  to  be  xjnsatisfacfcory  for  estimating  numbers  to  be  raised  during 
the  entire  season,     (See  table  1.)    So  far,  reports  do  not  bear  out 
famiers *  intentions  (as  of  February)  to  buy  12  percent  fewer  chicks  than 
a  year  ago.    January  through  April  hatchery  volume  will  be  very  near  to 
last  year's;  and  from  indications  on  April  1,  1950,  nuiflbers  of  chicks  and 
young  chickens  on  farms  were  3  percent  larger  than  last  year.  However, 
the  April  hatchery  report  indicated  10  percent  fewer  eggs  in  incubators 
on  April  1  this  year  compared  with  last  and  a  substantial  drop  in  May 
orders  from  19^4-9.    Thus  it  is  quite  possible  that  expectations  of  a  small 
late  season  hatch  will  materialize  and  that  the  actual  nuinbcrs  of  chicks 
sold  may  more  closely  approximate  the  February  intentions  than  has  been 
so  far  indicated. 

Wholesale  prices  of  eggs  in  mid-April  have  declined  from  a  month 
earlier.    In  mid-March,  the  United  States  average  price  received  by  • 
farmers  wag  31.6  cents  per  dozen.    Commercial  cold  storage  for  fall  and 
winter  use,  and  Government  purchase  for  price  support,  liave  continued  as 
important  outlets  for  the  seasonally  large  supplies  of  eggs.    The  Govern- 
ment's dried  egg  purchase  program  has  been  extended  without  change 
through  June, 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has  announced  chat  it  will  riot  have 
price  support  programs  for  chickens  or  turkeys  produced  in  1950.  Chicken 
prices  to  mid-April  were  significantly  higher  than  the  ^-je&r  low  which 
was  reported  for  January,  1950.    They  have  held  fairly  steady  after  rising 
from  the  average  level  of  20.3  cents  per  pound  (live)  received  by  farmers 
in  January  to  the  23.3  cent  level  reported  for  Marcn.    v/hclesale  turkey 
prices  have  declined  somewhat  m  the  last  month.    Current  marketings  of 
turkeys  from  farms  are  seasonally  small,  consisting  of  breeders.  Market- 
ings of  chickens  from  farms  are  now  increasing  seasonally,  ond  marketings  : 
of  commercial  broilers  are  also  likely  to  increase  by  the  end  of  May , 
Withdrawals  from  the  currently -large  cold  storage  stocks  of  frozen  poultry 
are  supplementing  fresh  supplies. 

Season -s  First  Peport  cf  Young  Chickens 
on  Farms  Shows  Increase  from  Last  Year 

As  of  April  1,  1950,  the  number  of  chicks  and  young  chickens  of  the. 
current  year's  hatch  on  farms  was  estimated  to  be  8  percent  larger  than  a 
year  ago.     (This  estimate  excludes  broilers  in  specialized  flocks.)  How- 
ever, if  as  shown  by  bhe  April  1  hatchery  report,  hatchings  of, chicks  for 
farm  flock  replacements  are  to  fall  off  abruptly  toward  the  end  of  the 
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season,  this  increase  may  indicate  only  a  slight  change  from  farmers' 
earlier  intentions  to  purchase  12  percent  fewer  chicks  for  flock  replace- 
ments in  1950  than  in  1949 Meanwhile, forv  the  period  January  through  March, 
the  baby  chick  output  of  commercial  hatcheries  v;as  1  percent  larger  this 
year  than  last  yeare 

The  number  of  chickens  raised  in  1950  will  have  an  important  bearing 
upon  egg  supplies  and  prices  in  the  last  quarter  of  this  year,  and  in  1951 • 
It  will  also  influence  the  supplies  &nd  prices  of  poultry  meat  during  the 
season  when  farm-produced  young  chickens  are  usually  marketedo 

The  extent  to  which  April  1  estimates  of  young  chickens  on  farms  can 
be  accepted  as  a  measure  of  the  chickens  to  be  raised  as  lajlng  flock  re- 
placements in  the  gi/en  year  is  shov/n  in  table  1>  together  with  comparisons 
for  later  dates,    and  hatchery  output  data^    The  table  indicates  that  June  1 
data  regarding  young  chickens  on  farms  are  more  reliable  as  indicators  of 
the  total  number  to  be  raised  than  are  the  earlier  (April  l)  data,  and  that 
the  early-season  hatchery  reports  are  likewise  imperfect  indicatorso  Mong 
the  explanations  for  departures  between  an  extension  of  the  early- season 
data  on  numbers  and  hatchings  on  one  hand,  and  total-season  chickens  raised 
on  the  other,  are  (a)  the  necessity  to  make  allovrances  for  specialized 
broiler  flocks,  and  (b)  the  opportunities  to  make  fairly  large-scale  adjust- 
ments ill  the  late--season  hatcho 


Table  1,-  Chicks  and  young  chickens  on  farms  April  1,  and  January- April 
hatchery  output,  compared  with  chickans  raised,  1931  to  date 


Chicks  and  young 

• 

;Cnicks  produced  in: Chicks  and  young 

chickens 

on  farms 

.  unicKens  raisea 

: commercial  hatch- 

: chickens 

on  farms. 

Year 

:         April  1 

!       on  farms 

j " .  er  i  ft  s  „•  Jan  9  -  Apr 

:  June 

1 

Number 

; Percent  of 

:Fercent  of 

• 

:Percent  of 

: Percent  of 

*  Number 

[  Number 

Number 

:prevc  yr. 

;prev»  yr« 

:prev.  yr. 

:prev»  yr. 

: Millions 

.  Percent 

Millions 

Percent 

Millions 

Percent 

Millions 

Percent 

1931 

140 

709 

319 

502 

1932  . 

:  149 

106 

736 

104 

.324 

102 

520 

104 

1933 

;  122 

82 

750 

102 

338 

104 

542 

104 

1934  . 

;  99 

81 

644 

86 

309 

91 

491 

91 

1935 

!  114 

115 

65B 

102 

361 

117 

481 

98 

1936 

;  110 

96 

^715 

109 

448 

124 

5a 

112 

1937 

;  126 

115 

601 

84 

446 

100 

465 

86 

1938 

:  158 

125 

651 

108 

445 

100 

509 

109 

1939 

.  167 

106 

697 

107 

518 

116 

531 

104 

1940  : 

126 

75 

634 

91 

471 

91 

477 

90 

1941 

155 

123 

745 

118 

552 

117 

513 

108 

1942  ' 

-  185 

119 

844 

113 

677 

123 

589 

115 

1943 

227 

123 

1,001 

119 

807 

119 

679 

115 

1944 

231 

102 

832 

83 

791 

98 

616 

91 

1945 

207 

90 

915 

110 

775 

98 

626 

102 

1946 

219 

106 

746 

82 

777 

100 

580 

93 

1947 

209 

95 

745 

100 

740 

95 

572 

99 

1948 

158 

76 

637 

86 

651 

88 

489 

85 

1949 

:  210 

133 

746 

117 

'786 

121 

557 

114 

1950 

:  226 

108 

1/  750 

1/  January-March  production,  plus  estimate  for  April  based  on  number  of  eggs  in 


incubators  April  1. 
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It  is  very  difficult  to  segregate  chicks  intended  for  farm  flock 
replacements  from  those  intended  for  broilers*    Continuing  increases  in 
the  numbers  of  broilers  produced  in  specialized  enterprises  have  added 
to  the  difficulty  of  segregating  hatchery  output  into  two  neat  groups  of 
farm  flock  replacement  chicks  on  the  one  hand  and  broilers  on  the  other. 
In  addition,  the  expansion  of  broiler  production  into  new  areas  further 
complicates  the  problem  of  determining  which  way  growing  flocks  will  go 
when  they  may  either  be  kept  for  farm  flocks  or  sold  entirely  as  broilers. 

Opportunity  for  change  in  the  late-season  hatch  is  the  second  factor 
which  makes  it  hazardous  to  use  early- season  data  as  a  basis  for  antici- 
pating the- number  of  chickens  to  be  raised.    In  the  past,  variations  in 
the  June  hatch , (compared  with  the  year  before),  or  in  the  combined  June 
and  July  hatches have  been  great  enough  to  account  for  a  substantial  pro- 
portion of  the  change  in  the  number  of  chickens  raised  in  the  given  year, 
as  compared  with  the  previous  year.    This  variation,  together  vdth  the  fact 
that  the  volume  of  late-season  hatchings  seems  to  follow  the  level  of  egg 
prices,  is  shown  in  table  2, 


Table  2.-  Changes  in  volume  of  late  season  hatch  compared  with  egg  prices, 
and  relation  of  late  season  hatch  to  annual  changes  in 
numbers  of  chickens  raised,  1931-49 


;    May  egg 

;  Difference  J 

'rom  preceding 

^  year 

J  Changes  in  late 
: hatches  l/  ^ 

season 
percent- 

Year 

[    price  as 
1  a  percentage! 
\    of  parity  ] 

1  June 

hatch  ] 

June  and 
,July  hatches' 
combined 

Chickens 
raised 

:age  01  cnange  m  cnicKens 
:  raised 
•                    '  June  and 
;  June  hatch  : July  hatches 
t                     :  combined 

:  Percent 

Millions 

Mi].lions 

Millions 

Percent 

Percent 

1931 

'  57 

-1 

-2 

'  -68 

1 

2 

1932 

'  52 

+9 

+13 

+27 

3 

4 

1933 

s  63 

+14 

+12 

+15 

8 

7 

1934 

'  64 

-25 

-30' 

-106 

21 

25 

1935 

:  99 

+26 

+33 

+14 

167 

212 

1936 

'  87 

+23 

+27 

+57 

36 

43 

1937 

:  .79 

-49 

-54 

-114 

39 

43 

1938 

81 

+23 

+38 

+50 

41 

68 

1939 

:  73 

+13 

+18 

+46 

25 

35 

1940 

:  70 

+  5 

+  7 

-63 

2/ 

2/ 

1941 

'  91 

+45 

+62 

+111 

37 

50 

1942  ' 

100 

-  3 

+  3 

+99 

2/ 

3 

1943 

120 

+75 

+102 

+159 

42 

58 

1944  = 

89 

-122 

-169 

-169 

65 

90 

1945  ' 

107 

+109 

+179 

+  83 

118 

194 

1946  • 

97 

-117 

-190 

-169 

62 

101 

1947  : 

97 

+24 

+39 

0 

2/ 

1948  : 

90 

+  2 

+  9 

-108 

2/ 

2/ 

1949  : 

96 

+24 

+28 

+109 

20 

23 

1/  Reduced  by  10  percent  to  allow  for  brooder  mortality. 

2/  Change  in  chickens  raised  nil,  or  change  in  monthly  hatch  in  opposite  direction 
from  change  in  chickens  raised. 
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For  the  current  year,  there  are  several  indications  that  the  early 
hatch  (January-March),  which  was  as  large  as  in  19^9 >  loay  "cie  followed  ty 
a  late  hatch  consideratlj-  sina.ller  than  a  year  ago.    On  April  1,  1950  the 
numher  of  eggs  in  incubators  \ra.s  10  percent  smaller  than  last  year.  On 
the  same  date,  the  numher  of  chicks  ordered  for  May  delivery  v^as  37  per- 
cent smaller  in  1950  than  in  19^9-    Vrnen  these  facts  are  considered,  it 
would  seem  that  farmers  will  come  nearer  to  meeting  their  intentions  of 
■buying  12  percent  fewer  chic]<s  than  would  "be  expected  solelj'  on  the  basis 
of  hatchery  output  and  chicken  numbers  recorded  so  far  this  season. 

By  the  time  of  the  release  of  this  report,  baby  chick  hatchings 
T^eyond  mid-I^y  will  already  have  been  determined,  because  eggs  -to  hatch 
by  then  must  have  been  placed  in  incubators  during  the  last,  week  of  April, 


Mid-April  Egg  Prices  Show  Little  Net  Change  from 

j-forit'hs.  Ago ;  Storage  Acciuaulation  Varies  with  Prices 

Although  wholesale  egg  prices  in  metropolitan  markets  rose  during 
early  March  from  the  low  levels  which  prevailed  at  the  beginning  of  that 
month,  these  gains  were  mere  than  lost  in  rather  general  price  declines 
late  in  March  and  during  the  first  few  days  of  April.    During  the  earlier 
period., of  increasing  prices,  there  were  declines  in  the  net  weekly  accumu- 
lations of  shell  eggs  for  cold  storage,  and  in  the  weekly  offerings  of 
dried  egg  for  price-support  sale  to  the  Government.     Conversely,  in  the 
first  two  weeks  of  April,  after  the  downward  price  adjustmonr, ,  the  storage 
'in-movement  and  the  offerings  to  the  Government  again  increaood. 

Table  3-~  Eggs,  shell  and  frozen:    Weekly  average  prices  of  selec'.ed  grades  at 
specified  cities,  and  concurrent  stoi'age  movements  and  acceptancos  of  pi'ice 
support  offerings  of  dried  egg  to  CCC,week  ended    February  18,  r}50  to  date 


Week 
ended 


Average  wholesale  shell  eg^ 
prices,  given  grade  at  re- 
spective  cit ies ,  per  dozen 
:  Mid'- 


Nearby 
whites , 
extra 
fancy, 
heavy 


;weatem: 
;  mixed 
;  colors 
;  fancy, 
:  heavy 


weights:  weights 

New     :  New 
York  1/:  York 
 :    1/  _ 


Large 
extras . 
Chicago 

1/ 


Con- 
sujnier 
: Grade  A 
large , 

Los 
Angeles 
2/ 


:  Average 
:  price 
:of  frc- 
;  zen 
:  whole 
:  egg, 
:  current 
:  pack, 
: car lots, 
:  New 
:  York 
:  per 
.•pound  1/ 


Net  in-movement  Oj 
eggs  to  cold 

storage  35  pi^inci- 
pel  cities  2/ 


Shell 


Frozen 


Com- 
bined 


Cents 

Cents 

Feb. 16 

38.2 

35.3 

25 

:  39.7 

37.1 

Mar.  h 

:  39.8 

37.1+ 

11 

:  ^1.3 

38.0 

18 

:  h6,l 

39.5 

25 

:  1+9.9 

39.1+ 

Apr.  i 

:  1+2.6 

37.1+ 

8 

:  1+0.8 

37.2 

15 

:  1+1.0 

37.2 

22 

yui.8 

4/^7.1+ 

Cents 

Cents 

33.1+ 

36.8 

3I+.I+ 

39.0 

36.2 

39.0 

37.1+ 

39.0 

37.9 

3^-^.0 

35.6 

^  39.0 

39.0 

3^.2 

^/^5.l+ 

4/38.3 

Cents 

27.7 
27.9 

27.5 
27.0 
27.1 
27.2 
27.0 
26.1+ 
26.1 


Thous 

cases 

82 

1^5 

47 

91 
81+ 

77 

102 

121 
135 


Mil, 
lb. 

3.1 
3.2 

3.0 
5.5 

■5.9 

7.0 

7. '3 
10.1 


Thous . 

cases 

1/- 1-' 
00 

131 

128 
233 
21+2 
220 
288 
328 
21+6 


Accept- 
ance 
of 

dried 
eggs 
by  CCC 
for 
price 
sup- 
port 
pur  • 
chase 


Average 
closing 

price 

"of 
Sept  em' 

ber 
futures 

in 
Chicago 

.  per 

dozen 


Mil, 
lb. 

1.9 

1.1 

1.9 
1.7 
1.1 

2.3 

2.2 

3^7 
h.2 


Cents 

38.1 
33.0 

33.3 
39.1 
39.0 

38.8 

38.2 

37.9 
36.3 

4/38.7 


II 

i 


1/  Producers'  Price -Current .    The  UxTier-Earry  Company,  Hev;  Yorlf.     2/  U.S.  Market 
News  Service.     3/  Subject  to  revision  on  account  of  cancellations;  purchases  are 
made  on  Wednesdays,  purchases  for  week  ending  April  22,  were  made  on  April  I9. 
h/  Through  April  I9  only. 
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Weekly  average  prices  of  selected  grades  of  shell  eggs  in  various 
Djarkets  and  of  frozen  eggs  in  New  York  are  shown  in  talsle  3,  together 
with  the  concurrent  weekly  movements  to  storage  in  35  cities,  and  weekly 
sales  of  dried  egg  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 

In  recent  years,  the  rate  of  in-movement  of  eggs  to  storage  has 
been  heavier  during  April  and  May  than  earlier  in  the  season.    As  a  matter 
of  fact,  in  the  past,  into-storage  movements  attained  their  peak  rates 
then.    In  the  first  2  weeks  of  April  there  had  not  been  a  large  enough 
seasonal  increase  in  the  rate  of  into-storage  movement  to  indicate  that 
the  movement  is  developing  according  to  the  seasonal  pattern  of  recent 
years.    During  January  ana  February  there  was  an  extraordinary  into- 
storage  movement  of  eggs.    Since  March,  however,  even  considering  the  pick- 
up after  the  late  March  price  recession,  there  has  not  yet  been  the  sort  of 
increased  weekly  movement  that  would  indicate  an  extension  of  into-storage 
accumulations  at  a  rate  consistent  with  the  early-season  indications. 
While  the  current  storage  holdings  of  sheJ.l  and  frozen  egg  (on  both  U.  S. 
and  35-city  bases)  are  high  for  their  respective  dates,  the  mid-April 
rates  of  in-movement  are  relatively  lower  than  were  the  weekly  in-movements 
which  were  recorded  earlier  jn  the  season. 

If  the  weekly  accumulations  do  not  increase  during  the  remaining 
month  or  so  of  flush  egg  production,  the  volume  of  supplies  to  be  marketed 
may  either  create  considerable  pressure  upon  prices  in  commercial  channels, 
or  be  reflected  in  large  offerings  to  the  Government  under  the  egg  price 
support  program.    However,  even  if  the  rates  of  in-movement  of  shell  and 
frozen  eggs  are  not  increased,  but  are  simply  held  at  the  levels  of  the 
first  2  weeks  of  April,  the  peak  storage  holdings  for  1950  for  both  shell 
and  frozen    will  exceed  the  relatively  low  peaks  of  last  year.    In  19^9, 
the  peak  of  commercial  holdings  of  shell  eggs  was  the  lox/est  season  peak 
since  records  were  begun  in  1915 >  while  the  peak  of  commercial  holdings  of 
frozen  eggs  was  the  smallest  season  peak  since  19^0.    However,  the  19^9 
stocks,  despite  their  low  level,  proved  adequate  for  the  demands  that  were 
made  upon  them. 

The  dried  egg  purchase  program  of  the  CCC,  the  program  through 
which  egg  prices  have  been  supported,  has  been  extended  without  change 
through  the  months  of  May  and  Jime. 

Weekly  purchases  of  dried  egg  in  mid-April  under  the  program  were 
the  largest  of  the  season  to  that  time,  although  they  wei'e  substantially 
below  the  weekly  volumes  of  the  year  before.    Through  April  19..  pur- 
chases in  1950  totaled  29.^  million  poimds,  while  to  the  corresponding 
date  in  19^9  35.8  million  pounds  were  bought.    The  h.2  million  poimds 
bought  on  April  I9  were  the  largest  weekly  purchase   in  I95O.    At  the 
same  season  in  19^9 >  weekly  purchases  averaged  about  2  million  pounds. 
In  mid-April, .  i)-0  egg-drying  plants  held  contracts  with  the  CCC,  11  more 
than  at  the  beginning  of  March. 


g 
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U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  NEG.  47606-XX    BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 


RETAIL  EGG  PRICES,  1949 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  NEG.  47605-XX     BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 


The  prices  which  farmers  receive  for  eggs 
tend  to  be  lowest  in  the  areas  where  production 
the  year-round  exceeds  nearby  requirements. 


The  annual  average  prices  are  highest  near  met- 
ropolitan areas,  or  in  areas  where  relatively 
tew  eggs  are  produced  for  sale. 
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Tatle  k.-  Eggs,  shell  and  frozen:    Coiomerclal  cold-storage  holdings,  ISiited  States 
and  35  principal  cities,  selected  dates  during  the  into-storage  season,  19^8  to  date 


Shell 

Frozen 

Date  1/ 

;     19^+8  ^ 

;  1949 

• 

:  1950  : 

19U8  ; 

1949  ; 

1950 

inousciuu 

■  Thousand 

Thousand 

Million 

Million 

Jnj.  xxxon 

I  cases 

cases 

cases 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

(a)  Ifoiited  States  "basis,  monthly 

March  1 

7'5'=; 

73 

ii.pnx  X 

x,xp*+ 

xjcjy 

on 
y^ 

■         ■  0^ 

XH-U 

.  yy 

J  vine  1 

*+  ,  UDX 

X  ,  UOX 

.  -'-3'+ 

P  Ps8 

X03 

PQ*^ 

88 

/^Pl 
vJCX 

■"87 

k6 

XX  • 

.  3  1  J 

1  pp 

71  P 
1  xc 

88 

ko 

^p 

l8 

18^ 

706 

»  8q 

Kjy 

k2 

>  1 

•=(00 

Of  J 

Ql 

ks 

i^jJL  XXX  I 

5  UX5^ 

y  (y 

yo 

k8  ■ 

70 

8 

1,096 

102 

51 

78 

x^ 

U37 

1,231 

108 

55 

8p 

X,  D^U 

520 

lli^  ' 

68 

PC 

p  m  7 

589 

122 

63 

Mfl  V  * 

-    ^  ^  ^x  f 

708 

128 

67 

XJ 

P  7^7 

883 

137 

70 

■5  1  nil 

1,063 

1U5 

75 

27  : 

»,337 

1,236 

154 

81 

June    3  '• 

3,577 

1,3^2 

161 

87 

10  : 

^,761+ 

l,i^24 

167 

93 

.    17  : 

3,912 

1,506. 

172 

97 

24  : 

it-:,006  ' 

1,580 

176  - 

101 

July  ,  1  : 

i^,o8i 

1,622 

■  177  ■ 

10k 

ies 


listed  for  35  cities 
est  corresponding  Saturdays . 


are  for  1950;  entries  for  other  years  are  for  near- 


No  Price -Support  for  1950  Chickens  or'Turkeys_; 
Chicken  Prices  Steady  to  'Mid-A  p:il;      applies  to' 

.  I"c*eaBe;  Turkey  Stocks  Continue  Larke  •  - 

On  April  13      the  Department  of  Agriculture  announced  that  it  would 
not  support  the  prices  of  either  chickens  (including  commercial  hroilers) 
or  turkeys  from  1950  production.    The ' Department 's  existing  commitment  to 
consider  offers  in  July  195O  for  the  sale  of  turkeys  of _ the  19^9  crop  is 
not  affected  by  the  announcement. 

Chicken  prices  in  mid-April  were  little  different  from  those  a  month  ' 
earlier-,  either  on  a  dressed  "bagis  in.  wholesale  markets  or  on'  a  live  basis 
in  the  broiler  areas.    At. those, levels ,  prices  were  clearly  above  the  7-year 
low  to  which  they  had  fallen  in  January,  1950.    On  a  U."S.  average  basis, 
the  price  received  by  farmers  in  that  month  was  20.3  cents  per  pound  (live). 
In  mid-March,  the  corresponding  price  was  23.8  cents. 
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Supplies  of  fresh  chicken :meat  from  farm- produced  birds  (excluding 
commercial  broilers)  are  now  rising  from  their  seasonal  low  point,  accord- 
ing to  reports  of  weekly  receipts  at  midwestern  poultry  dressing  plants. 
These  reports  indicate  that  during  most  of  February  and  March,  when  the 
weekly  receipts  were  near  the  season  low,  the  receipts  fell  somewhat  short 
of  last  year's  corresponding  volumes,  but  the  more,  recent  deliveries  to 
those  plants  have  been  in  excess  of  last  year. 

An  indication  of  the  seasonal  changes  in  marketings  of  farm  chickens 
(excluding  commercial  broilers)  is  shown  in  table  5«    A  comparison  of  the 
data  in  this  table  suggests  a  high  degree  of  stability  in  the  timing  of  the 
annual  peaks  and  troughs  in  the  volume  of  marketings  of  farm  chickens  in 
the  United  States.    Among  the  respective  regions,  however,  there  is  con- 
siderable variation. 

The  seasonal  increases  in  marketings  of  farm  chickens  will  soon  be 
supplemented  by  large-scale  marketings  of  broilers  from  specialized  pro- 
ducing areas.    For  the  7  areas  where  weekly  reports  are  made,  the  combined 
chick  placements  in  the  first  2  weeks  of  March  were  an  all-time  record. 
I'Jhile  the  placements  since  have  slackened  somewhat,  they  have  continued 
rather  large.    Furthermore,  through  mid- April  the  weekly  settings  of  eggs 
into  incubators  also  have  continued  large.    Consequently,  large  volumes  of 
broilers  x^dll  be  ready  for  market  after  a  10  to  13  week  growing  period,  or 
starting  about  late  May. 


Table  5«-  Farm  chickens  "1/%  Monthly  marketings  as  a  percentage  of  annual 
total;  U.  S,  1943-49,  by  regions,  1949 


Year, 
region 

:  Jan. 

:Feb  . 

:Mar. 

:Apr  . 

:  May 

:  June 

:July 

:Aug. 

:Sept. 

:  Oct. 

:  Nov.: 

Dec. 

:Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

Per- 

:cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

cent 

1943 

\  3.4 

3.2 

3.9 

4.5 

6.3 

9.0 

11.1 

11.9 

13.9 

13.6 

11.3 

7.9 

1944  ! 

:  4.6 

3.5 

4.5 

5.1 

7.3 

9^6 

10.5 

12.1 

12.8 

13.4 

9.8 

6.3 

1945  : 

•  3.9 

3.3 

3.7 

4.6 

6.6 

8.4 

10.6 

12.4 

14.0 

15.0 

10.3 

7.2 

1946  : 

4.7 

3.9 

4.1 

5.7 

8.0 

9.2 

11.3 

12.5 

13.9 

13.1 

7.9 

5.7 

1947  J 

3.6 

3.2 

3.9 

5.0 

7.0 

8.3 

10.8 

12.8 

13.7 

14.6 

10.5 

6.6 

1948  J 

4.1 

3.3 

4.1 

5.1 

7.2 

9.0 

10.5 

12.6 

14.5 

12.9 

9.7 

7.0 

1949  : 

4.0 

3.7 

4.0  • 

5.4 

7.4 

8.9 

10.2 

11.9 

14.3 

13.3 

9.6 

7.3 

N.  Atl.; 

6.2 

5.4 

5.5 

5.9 

7.8 

8.8 

9.5 

10.5 

11.5 

10.4 

9.1 

9.4 

E.  N.C.; 

3.8 

3.0 

3.2 

4.5 

5.2 

7.7 

10.4 

13.7 

16.5 

14.2 

11.4 

6.4 

w.  N.C.; 

1.6 

2.1 

2.0 

2.6 

6.3 

8.3 

9.9 

13.0 

18.8 

19.3 

10.4 

5.7 

s.  Atl.; 

5.3 

4.2 

5.3 

7.3 

9.7 

9.2 

9.7 

10.5 

12.2 

9.3 

8.3 

9.0 

S,  Cent.; 

4.2 

4.4 

5.4 

9.4 

11.1 

11.7 

11.2 

10.2 

8.6 

8.1 

8.0 

7.7 

Wast  em' 

6.3 

5.7 

6.3 

7.6 

8.3 

9.7 

10.6 

10.7 

10.8 

9.3 

6'.8 

7.9 

1/  Excluding  broilers  from  specialized  enterprises. 
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Table' 60-  Broiler  chick  placenijents' in.  7  specialized  areas,  weekly  data  converted  to 
average  weekly  rates  by  months,  February  1950  to  date,  with  comparisons 


• 

.  East 

{  Del- 

:Shenar> 

:  Chatham- 

•  • 

«  * 

Year  and  month 

\  Mar— 

\  doah 

JWiikeSj 

North  ! 

N«  W.,. 

'Texas  : 

Cohn» 

• 

\  va« 

: vaxxey 

.  Georgia  .Arkan;  saa, 

•                       •                       »  •  • 

t  Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou-' 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou-. 

Thou- 

Thou- 

4 sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

February  1950 

« 
• 

:  249 

2,606 

597 

397 

6,576 

March  lypO 

:  249 

3,332 

803 

438 

1.446 

925 

870 

8,122 

April  1950  1/ 

225 

2.750 

823 

407 

1,442 

1,004 

867 

7. 518 

November  1949 

'  109 

2,166 

665 

340 

1,227 

607 

554 

6,210 

December  1949 

158 

2,716 

535 

236 

1,035 

671 

556 

5,907 

January  1950 

I  245 

• 

2,610 

567 

309 

1,064 

692 

605 

6,092 

February  1949 

i  305 

2,938 

728 

■  400 

•  1,045 

647 

521 

6,584 

March  1949 

:  259 

3,001 

841 

.415 

1,079 

711 

623 

6,928 

April  1949 

:  248 

2,890 

869 

424 

1,067 

817 

714 

7,029 

1/  Through  April  15  only. 

There  are  certain  parallels  between  the  present  short-term  poultry 
outlook  and  the  outlook  existing  at  about  the  same  time  last  year«    A  year 
ago,  large  scale  broiler  marketings  were  imminent -because  large  scale  chick 
placements  had  been  made  in  the  broiler  areas  in  March  and  April  1949*  In 
those  months  of  1949,  weekly  placements  averaged  6e9  ^nd  7»0  millions,  respec- 
I      tively  and  followed  February  placements  averaging  6,6  millions  per  week;  in 
%     those  months  of  .1950,  the  weekly  placements  averaged  respectively  8.1  and 
IF     7.5    1/  millions,  and  likewise  followed  February  placements  averaging  6.6  mil- 
lions per  week.    The,  parallel  between  the  1949  and  1950  comparison  is.  heightened 
by  the  two  events  occurring  during  the  same    season  of  the-  year,  with  the  in- 
creased number  of  broilers  reaching  market  age  at  a  time  just  preceding  the 
normal  markfeting  season  for  farm- produced  young  st-ock  from'  the  early  hatch. 
As  has  been  noted  elsewhere  in  this  report,  the  early  hatch  this  year  is  of 
nearly  -the  same  proportions  as  last  yearo 

One  noteworthy  difference  between  1949  and  1950  so  far  as  the  mid- year 
poultry  outlook  is  concerned  is  with  respect  to  the  storage  situation.  On 
April  1,  1949  there  were  109  million  pounds  of  frozen  poultry  in  storage  in 
the  U. 'S.;  this  year  on  April  1  the  corresponding  figure  was  213  million 
pounds,  an  increase  of  96  perpent. 

As  volime  of  marketings  increased  in  the  late  spring  of  1949,  the 
change    in  the  weekly  average  price  paid  for  broilers  in  Salisbury,  Maryland 
was  from  the  range  of  27*3  -  29.6  cents  per  pound  in  mid- April  to  a  low  of 
20,4  cents  which  was  the  average  for  the  last  full  week  in  June.    In  1949 
Salis"bury  broiler  prices  recovered  in  July,  reaching  their  early-season 
levei^s  at  the  end  of  that  month,  and  holding  fairly  steady  through  September 
of  t'hat  year. 

1/  This  April  figure  is  based  on  only  2  weeks*  placements.      However,  reports 
of  the  number  of  eggs  in  incubators  indicate  that  a  high  rate  of  placements 
will  be  sustained  through  the  month* 
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CtMnmercial  cold-storage  stacks.'  of  poultry  remain  high,  although  they 
are  being  reduced  seasonally.    On -a  United  States  basis,  the  1949-50  peak 
of  holdings  ( January ;  excluding  turkeys)  was  l66  ciillion  pounds,  133  percent 
of  the  1948-49  (December)  peak /'  .i^iie'  F.ebruary  1950  i^thdraWl  p^^^ 
(excluding  turkeys)  vra.s  i27  million  pound3>  more  than  (loubie  tiie  corresponding 
movement  in  the^  year  before.    In  March  1950,  the  withdrawals'  vsere  31  milli.on 
pounds,  190  per-ient  of  the -corresponding  1949  figure.   The  stocks 
on  April  1,  1950  were  100  million  pounds,  again  excluding, turkeys . 

April  1  stocks  of  turkeys  were  reported  at  112  million  pounds,  'an 
18  percent  reduction  from  the  season-peak  holdings  .2  months  earlier,  but 
larger  than  on  April  1  of  any  past  year  except  1946.    Present  holdings  follovr 
the  near-record  turkey  crop  of  1949,  which  v-as  exceeded  only  by  the,  crop  of 
1945*    In  Nev:  York  City,  wholesale  prices  of  most  grades  of  frozen  turkey  fell 
1  to  3  cents  per  pound  from  mid-March  to  mid-April. 

In  addition  to  farmers ♦  January  intentions  {to  raise  1  percent  more 
turkeys  than  last  year)  and  the  9  percent  increase  over  last  year  in  the 
January  1  numbers  of  turkey  breeder  hens,  the  principal  indications  regarding 
1950  turkey  output  are  found  in  the  monthly  "Hatchery  Production"  report  » 
This  report  indicates  that  in  March  commercial  hatchings  of . turkey  poults  were 
about  the  same  as  in  March  1949,  and  that  on  April  1,  1950  the  number  of  turkey 
eggs  in  the  incubators  of  reporting  hatcheries  was  20  percent  larger  than  a 
year  ago. 


Table         Poultry  products:    Farm  value  of  production  for  sale 

and  home  use  1949 

 (Date  for  cover  chart)^ 


Produat ' 


Broilers  from  > 
specialized 
flocks  2/ 
Turkeys  g/ 
Other  poultry 
Total,  eggs  and 
poultry 


Averages 
farm 
value 


Sales 


[Consumption  in; 
[households  of 
farms  where 
produced 


Home 
consumption 
plus  sales 


[Quantity '.Value Quantity'.  Value .  Quantity .  Value 


!  Cents 

Mil, 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil., 

Mil. 

Mil. 

tper  doz. 

doz. 

dol. 

doz. 

dol. 

doz. 

dpi.  . 

Eggs  - 

:  45.1 

4,026 

1,816 

1/672 

1/303 

4,698 

[Cents 

■  Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

"Mil. 

Mil-- 

iper  Ibc 

lb« 

dql. 

lb. 

dol. 

lb. 

'dol. 

Chickens  from  • 

farm  flocks  2/  • 

;  25.7 

1,966 

505 

671 

•  173 

2,637 

678 

28.1  2/1,482 
35.1  754 


3/416 
265 


N.A. 

14 


N,A,y  1,482 
5  768 


6/48I 


Changes  in 
inventory 
January  1- 
.December  31 
1949 


Mil. 

birds 


+  33 


3/416 
.^.270 
4/  39 

3,-522 


i/3,002 

1/  Including  eggs  for  fam  hatching.    2/ Live  v/eight.    3/  Total  production. 
4/  Estimated.    5/  Sum  of  eggs,  chickens,  broilers,  and  turkeys  only.    6/  Sum  of 
eggs,  chickens,  and  turkeys  only. 
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Table  9.  -  Ivggs:    Per  capita  cor.smption  in  specified  countries, 
selected  recent  years 


Country  :  Year  :  Per  capita  consumption 


•  Eggs 

Argentina    :  1947  127 

Australia   i  1947  240 

Anctria  ,   :  1949  61 

Canada   :  1949  252 

Cuba   :  1946  48 

Czechoslovakia   :  1^49  105 

China    :  19^+6  48 

Denrr.ark   :  1949  150 

France  *   ;  1947  140 

Finlaiod    :  1949  75 

Greece   «   :  1949  65 

Italy   o...  :  1949  98 

India   :  1949  4 

Ireland   ;  1949  255 

Netherlands   :  1949                          -  150 

A'ev  Zealand   ;  1949  228 

Sveden   :  1949  208 

Switzerland  »   1949  I65 

Ur  ited  Kingdom  , .  :  1949  106 

United  States  ,.c   :  1949  376 

Korvay  „   :  1949  10 5 


Con.piled  by  the  Office  of  Foreign  Agricultural  Relations. 


